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NOTI CE 
This opinion is subject to further 
editing and modification.  The final 
version will appear in the bound 
volume of the official reports.   
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ATTORNEY di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.    At t or ney' s l i cense 

suspended.    

 

¶1 PER CURI AM.    We r evi ew t he r epor t  of  t he r ef er ee,  

At t or ney Chr i st i ne Har r i s Tayl or ,  r ecommendi ng t hat  At t or ney 

Pat r i ck M.  Cooper ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n be 

suspended f or  a per i od of  t wo year s,  r et r oact i ve t o t he 

expi r at i on of  hi s pr i or  di sci pl i nar y suspensi on.   The r ef er ee' s 

r ecommendat i on was based on t he st i pul at i on and no cont est  pl ea 

ent er ed by At t or ney Cooper .   The r ef er ee has f ur t her  r ecommended 
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t hat  At t or ney Cooper  be r equi r ed t o pay t he cost s of  t hi s 

di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng,  whi ch wer e $913. 94 as of  Apr i l  9,  2013.   

No appeal  has been f i l ed i n t hi s mat t er .   Accor di ngl y,  our  

r evi ew pr oceeds pur suant  t o SCR 22. 17( 2) . 1 

¶2 The Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR)  f i l ed t he 

pr esent  compl ai nt  agai nst  At t or ney Cooper  i n Oct ober  2012.   The 

compl ai nt  set  f or t h 42 count s of  mi sconduct  ar i s i ng out  of  ni ne 

separ at e c l i ent  r epr esent at i ons. 2  The compl ai nt  asked f or  an 

addi t i onal  t wo- year  suspensi on of  At t or ney Cooper ' s l i cense.  

At t or ney Cooper  f i l ed an answer  i n whi ch he deni ed al l  of  t he 

mat er i al  f act ual  al l egat i ons agai nst  hi m and asser t ed t hat  t he 

del ay i n br i ngi ng t he cur r ent  char ges of  mi sconduct  v i ol at ed hi s 

due pr ocess r i ght s.    

¶3 Af t er  t he appoi nt ment  of  a r ef er ee,  At t or ney Cooper  

ent er ed i nt o a st i pul at i on wi t h t he OLR.   Pur suant  t o t he 

st i pul at i on,  At t or ney Cooper  wi t hdr ew hi s answer ,  agr eed t hat  

t he r ef er ee coul d use t he al l egat i ons of  t he compl ai nt  as a 

f act ual  basi s f or  a det er mi nat i on of  mi sconduct ,  and pl ed no 

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 17( 2)  st at es:  

 I f  no appeal  i s  f i l ed t i mel y,  t he supr eme cour t  
shal l  r evi ew t he r ef er ee' s r epor t ;  adopt ,  r ej ect  or  
modi f y t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs and concl usi ons or  
r emand t he mat t er  t o t he r ef er ee f or  addi t i onal  
f i ndi ngs;  and det er mi ne and i mpose appr opr i at e 
di sci pl i ne.   The cour t ,  on i t s own mot i on,  may or der  
t he par t i es t o f i l e br i ef s i n t he mat t er .  

2 The OLR and t he r ef er ee r ef er  t o t he compl ai nt  as 
cont ai ni ng 41 count s.   Because of  a number i ng er r or ,  i t  act ual l y 
cont ai ns 42 count s,  whi ch i s t he number  t hat  we wi l l  use i n t hi s 
deci s i on.  
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cont est  t o each of  t he count s set  f or t h i n t he OLR' s compl ai nt .   

The st i pul at i on r equest ed t he r ef er ee t o r ecommend t hat  t he 

cour t  ( 1)  i mpose a t wo- year  suspensi on as sought  by t he OLR and 

( 2)  make t hat  suspensi on r et r oact i ve t o t he dat e on whi ch 

At t or ney Cooper ' s pr i or  suspensi on expi r ed.   I n t he st i pul at i on,  

At t or ney Cooper  r epr esent s t hat  he f ul l y under st ands t he 

al l egat i ons of  mi sconduct  agai nst  hi m and hi s r i ght  t o cont est  

t hose char ges of  mi sconduct ,  t hat  he under st ands t he 

r ami f i cat i ons of  ent er i ng i nt o t he st i pul at i on,  t hat  he 

under st ands hi s r i ght  t o consul t  wi t h counsel  and has deci ded t o 

pr oceed on a pr o se basi s,  and t hat  he i s ent er i ng i nt o t he 

st i pul at i on knowi ngl y and vol unt ar i l y .  

¶4 Pur suant  t o t he st i pul at i on,  t he r ef er ee made f i ndi ngs 

of  f act  based on t he al l egat i ons of  t he compl ai nt .   Those 

f i ndi ngs ar e summar i zed i n t he f ol l owi ng par agr aphs.  

¶5 At t or ney Cooper  was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n 

Sept ember  1993.   As di scussed bel ow,  At t or ney Cooper ' s l i cense 

t o pr act i ce l aw i s cur r ent l y suspended.   The most  r ecent  addr ess 

he has pr ovi ded t o t he St at e Bar  of  Wi sconsi n i s i n Mequon,  

Wi sconsi n.  

¶6 At t or ney Cooper ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s 

st at e was admi ni st r at i vel y suspended on Oct ober  31,  2005,  f or  

f ai l ur e t o pay mandat or y bar  dues and assessment s. 3  On 

December  14,  2005,  t hi s cour t  al so t empor ar i l y  suspended 

                                                 
3 An addi t i onal  admi ni st r at i ve suspensi on f or  f ai l ur e t o 

compl y wi t h mandat or y r epor t i ng of  cont i nui ng l egal  educat i on 
cr edi t s was i mposed i n June 2006.  
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At t or ney Cooper ' s l i cense due t o hi s wi l l f ul  f ai l ur e t o 

cooper at e wi t h OLR i nvest i gat i ons i nt o hi s conduct .    

¶7 Those OLR i nvest i gat i ons l ed t o t he f i r st  di sci pl i nar y 

pr oceedi ng agai nst  At t or ney Cooper .   The OLR' s amended compl ai nt  

i n t hat  mat t er  al l eged 33 count s of  mi sconduct .   I n l i ght  of  

At t or ney Cooper ' s f ai l ur e t o par t i c i pat e i n t hat  di sci pl i nar y 

pr oceedi ng,  t he r ef er ee decl ar ed hi m t o be i n def aul t  and f ound 

t hat  At t or ney Cooper  had commi t t ed each of  t he 33 count s of  

mi sconduct .   At t or ney Cooper ' s mi sconduct  i ncl uded conver si on of  

c l i ent  f unds,  mul t i pl e mi sr epr esent at i ons t o c l i ent s,  deposi t i ng 

c l i ent  t r ust  f unds i nt o hi s per sonal  account ,  f ai l i ng t o not i f y 

ot her s of  hi s r ecei pt  of  f unds bel ongi ng t o t hem,  f ai l i ng t o 

del i ver  a c l i ent  f i l e t o successor  counsel ,  f ai l i ng t o act  wi t h 

di l i gence,  f ai l i ng t o communi cat e wi t h c l i ent s,  and f ai l i ng t o 

cooper at e wi t h t he OLR' s gr i evance i nvest i gat i ons.   Ul t i mat el y,  

t hi s cour t  i mposed a t hr ee- year  suspensi on of  At t or ney Cooper ' s 

l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s st at e.   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Cooper ,  2007 WI  37,  300 Wi s.  2d 61,  729 

N. W. 2d 206 ( Cooper  I )  ( suspensi on ef f ect i ve Mar ch 23,  2007) .    

¶8 At  t he t i me of  t he Cooper  I  di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng,  

t he OLR was i nvest i gat i ng each of  t he ni ne 

r epr esent at i ons/ gr i evances t hat  f or m t he basi s f or  t he cur r ent  

compl ai nt .   Wi t hi n a f ew days af t er  t he Cooper  I  deci s i on was 

r el eased,  t he OLR sent  a l et t er  t o At t or ney Cooper  advi s i ng hi m 

t hat  i t  was pl aci ng i t s ni ne pendi ng i nvest i gat i ons on hol d 

unt i l  such t i me as At t or ney Cooper  pet i t i oned f or  t he 

r ei nst at ement  of  hi s l i cense and i nf or mi ng hi m t hat  he shoul d 
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cont act  t he OLR at  any t i me i f  he wi shed t o r esol ve any of  t he 

i nvest i gat ed mat t er s.  

¶9 I n December  2010 At t or ney Cooper  f i l ed a pet i t i on f or  

t he r ei nst at ement  of  hi s l i cense.   Ul t i mat el y,  At t or ney Cooper  

ent er ed a st i pul at i on wi t h t he OLR f or  t he di smi ssal  of  hi s 

r ei nst at ement  pet i t i on.   Based on t he st i pul at i on,  t hi s cour t  

di smi ssed t he r ei nst at ement  pet i t i on i n Sept ember  2011.  

¶10 As not ed above,  t he OLR' s cur r ent  compl ai nt  addr esses 

ni ne cl i ent  r epr esent at i ons and al l eges 42 separ at e count s of  

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .   Descr i bi ng each of  t hose cl i ent  

r epr esent at i ons and t he accompanyi ng char ges of  mi sconduct  i s 

unnecessar y t o demonst r at e t he nat ur e and scope of  At t or ney 

Cooper ' s mi sconduct .   Each of  t hose ni ne r epr esent at i ons 

f ol l owed a s i mi l ar ,  but  not  i dent i cal  pat t er n.  

¶11 An i l l ust r at i ve exampl e i s suf f i c i ent  t o show t he 

t ypes of  mi sconduct  commi t t ed by At t or ney Cooper .   I n t he summer  

of  2004,  At t or ney Cooper  was r et ai ned by K. W.  t o r epr esent  hi m 

r egar di ng a wor k- r el at ed i nj ur y .   Over  t he next  year ,  t he 

at t or ney r epr esent i ng t he wor ker ' s compensat i on i nsur er ,  or  hi s  

par al egal ,  asked At t or ney Cooper  t o pr ovi de aut hor i zat i ons 

s i gned by K. W.  t hat  woul d al l ow t hem t o obt ai n K. W. ' s medi cal  

r ecor ds.   At t or ney Cooper  f ai l ed t o obt ai n K. W. ' s s i gnat ur e or  

t o pr ovi de t he aut hor i zat i ons t o opposi ng counsel .  

¶12 I n Apr i l  2005 opposi ng counsel  wr ot e a l et t er  t o t he 

Depar t ment  of  Wor kf or ce Devel opment  ( DWD)  expl ai ni ng t he act i ons 

t hat  st i l l  needed t o be compl et ed bef or e K. W. ' s wor ker ' s  

compensat i on case woul d be r eady f or  a hear i ng.   Opposi ng 
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counsel  st at ed t hat  t he case had not  moved f or war d because of  

At t or ney Cooper ' s f ai l ur e t o r espond t o hi s r epeat ed r equest s 

f or  t he medi cal  r ecor ds r el ease aut hor i zat i ons.   On June 17,  

2005,  t he admi ni st r at i ve l aw j udge ( ALJ)  or der ed At t or ney Cooper  

t o pr ovi de t he aut hor i zat i ons wi t hi n 45 days or  K. W. ' s c l ai m 

woul d be di smi ssed.   On Jul y 27,  2005,  j ust  f our  days pr i or  t o 

t he 45- day deadl i ne,  At t or ney Cooper  sent  t he aut hor i zat i on 

f or ms t o K. W.   He di d not ,  however ,  advi se K. W.  of  t he deadl i ne 

t hat  needed t o be met  i n j ust  a f ew days i n or der  t o avoi d 

di smi ssal  of  K. W. ' s wor ker ' s compensat i on c l ai m.   When t he 

aut hor i zat i on f or ms wer e not  pr ovi ded,  opposi ng counsel  sought  

di smi ssal  of  K. W. ' s c l ai m f or  f ai l ur e t o pr osecut e,  whi ch t he 

ALJ gr ant ed on August  15,  2005.  

¶13 Dur i ng t he r epr esent at i on,  K. W.  had appr oxi mat el y f i ve 

or  s i x di scussi ons wi t h At t or ney Cooper  r egar di ng hi s case.   On 

t he f ew occasi ons when K. W.  was abl e t o r each At t or ney Cooper  by 

t el ephone,  At t or ney Cooper  woul d cut  of f  t he conver sat i on,  

st at i ng t hat  he needed t o get  of f  t he t el ephone but  woul d cal l  

K. W.  back.   At t or ney Cooper ,  however ,  never  made t he pr omi sed 

r et ur n cal l s.   I n addi t i on,  at  one poi nt  dur i ng t he 

r epr esent at i on,  At t or ney Cooper  t ol d K. W.  t hat  he had r ecei ved a 

set t l ement  of f er  f r om opposi ng counsel  and woul d f or war d i t  t o 

K. W.   Thi s was a f al se st at ement ,  however ,  as t her e was no 

evi dence of  any such set t l ement  of f er .  

¶14 Af t er  K. W.  l ear ned t hat  hi s case had been di smi ssed,  

he cal l ed At t or ney Cooper ' s of f i ce numer ous t i mes,  but  At t or ney 

Cooper  f ai l ed t o r et ur n any of  K. W. ' s cal l s.   K. W.  t hen 
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t er mi nat ed At t or ney Cooper ' s r epr esent at i on and r equest ed i n 

wr i t i ng t hat  At t or ney Cooper  send hi s f i l e t o hi m.   At t or ney 

Cooper  f ai l ed t o r espond.  

¶15 K. W.  subsequent l y f i l ed a gr i evance wi t h t he OLR 

agai nst  At t or ney Cooper .   I n Febr uar y and Apr i l  2006,  t he OLR 

sent  l et t er s t o At t or ney Cooper  advi s i ng hi m of  K. W. ' s gr i evance 

and aski ng hi m t o submi t  a wr i t t en r esponse t o t he gr i evance.   

See SCR 22. 03( 2) .   At t or ney Cooper  di d not  r espond t o t he OLR' s 

r equest s.   I ndeed,  he di d not  pr ovi de a r esponse t o K. W. ' s 

gr i evance unt i l  af t er  he f i l ed hi s December  2010 pet i t i on f or  

r ei nst at ement .   At  t hat  t i me At t or ney Cooper  i nf or med t he OLR 

t hat  he no l onger  had K. W. ' s f i l e and t hat  a di f f er ent  l aw f i r m 

mi ght  have t he f i l e.   The OLR di scover ed no evi dence,  however ,  

t hat  t hi s ot her  l aw f i r m had ever  r epr esent ed K. W.  i n hi s 

wor ker ' s compensat i on case or  t hat  K. W.  had consent ed f or  

At t or ney Cooper  t o t r ansf er  hi s f i l e t o any ot her  at t or ney or  

l aw f i r m.  

¶16 On t he basi s of  t hese st i pul at ed f act s,  t he r ef er ee 

concl uded t hat  At t or ney Cooper  had commi t t ed s i x count s of  

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  r el at ed t o hi s r epr esent at i on of  K. W.   

Fi r st ,  At t or ney Cooper  v i ol at ed SCR 20: 1. 3 due t o hi s l ack of  

di l i gence i n obt ai ni ng t he medi cal  r ecor ds r el ease 

aut hor i zat i ons f r om K. W. ,  pr ovi di ng t hose aut hor i zat i ons t o 

opposi ng counsel ,  or  ot her wi se pr epar i ng K. W. ' s case t o be r eady 

f or  a hear i ng bef or e t he ALJ.   At t or ney Cooper ' s f ai l ur e t o 

communi cat e adequat el y wi t h K. W.  or  t o r espond t o K. W. ' s  

r easonabl e r equest s f or  i nf or mat i on v i ol at ed f or mer  
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SCR 20: 1. 4( a) .   At t or ney Cooper  al so v i ol at ed f or mer  

SCR 20: 1. 16( d)  by f ai l i ng t o pr ovi de K. W.  wi t h a copy of  hi s 

f i l e when r equest ed.   The r ef er ee f ur t her  concl uded t hat  

At t or ney Cooper  had made a mi sr epr esent at i on t o K. W. ,  i n 

v i ol at i on of  SCR 20: 8. 4( c) ,  when he had f al sel y st at ed t hat  he 

had r ecei ved a set t l ement  of f er  f r om opposi ng counsel .   I n 

addi t i on,  by f ai l i ng t o not i f y K. W.  of  t he Oct ober  and December  

2005 suspensi ons of  hi s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw,  At t or ney Cooper  

v i ol at ed SCRs 22. 26( 1) ( a)  and ( b) ,  whi ch ar e enf or ced vi a 

SCR 20: 8. 4( f ) .   Fi nal l y,  t he r ef er ee f ound t hat  At t or ney Cooper  

had f ai l ed t o pr ovi de a t i mel y r esponse t o K. W. ' s gr i evance,  as 

r equest ed i n t wo l et t er s f r om t he OLR,  i n v i ol at i on of  

SCRs 22. 03( 2)  and ( 6) ,  whi ch ar e al so enf or ced vi a 

SCR 20: 8. 4( f ) .  

¶17 I n t ot al ,  based on t he st i pul at i on and t he al l egat i ons 

of  t he OLR' s compl ai nt ,  t he r ef er ee concl uded t hat  At t or ney 

Cooper  had commi t t ed t he f ol l owi ng vi ol at i ons:  

• Four  count s of  v i ol at i ng SCR 20: 1. 34 ( l ack of  

di l i gence) ;  

• Seven count s of  v i ol at i ng f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 4( a) 5 ( l ack 

of  communi cat i on wi t h c l i ent ) ;  

                                                 
4 SCR 20: 1. 3 st at es,  " A l awyer  shal l  act  wi t h r easonabl e 

di l i gence and pr ompt ness i n r epr esent i ng a c l i ent . "  

5 For mer  SCR 20: 1. 4( a)  ( ef f ect i ve t hr ough June 30,  2007)  
pr ovi ded t hat  " [ a]  l awyer  shal l  keep a c l i ent  r easonabl y  
i nf or med about  t he st at us of  a mat t er  and pr ompt l y compl y wi t h 
r easonabl e r equest s f or  i nf or mat i on. "  
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• One count  of  v i ol at i ng f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 2( a) 6 and 

SCR 20: 1. 4( b) 7 ( f ai l i ng t o expl ai n mat t er s t o c l i ent  

and t o consul t  wi t h c l i ent  r egar di ng means of  pur sui ng 

obj ect i ves of  r epr esent at i on) ;  

• Four  count s of  v i ol at i ng SCR 20: 8. 4( c) 8 ( engagi ng i n 

conduct  i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  f r aud,  decei t  or  

mi sr epr esent at i on) ;  

• Ni ne count s of  v i ol at i ng f or mer  SCR 20: 1. 16( d) 9 

( f ai l i ng t o del i ver  f i l es t o c l i ent s or  successor  

counsel ) ;  

                                                 
6 For mer  SCR 20: 1. 2( a)  ( ef f ect i ve t hr ough June 30,  2007)  

pr ovi ded,  i n r el evant  par t ,  as f ol l ows:    

 A l awyer  shal l  abi de by a c l i ent ' s deci s i ons 
concer ni ng t he obj ect i ves of  r epr esent at i on,  .  .  .  and 
shal l  consul t  wi t h t he c l i ent  as t o t he means by whi ch 
t hey ar e t o be pur sued.   A l awyer  shal l  i nf or m a 
cl i ent  of  al l  of f er s of  set t l ement  and abi de by a 
c l i ent ' s deci s i on whet her  t o accept  an of f er  of  
set t l ement  of  a mat t er  .  .  .  .  

7 SCR 20: 1. 4( b)  st at es,  " A l awyer  shal l  expl ai n a mat t er  t o 
t he ext ent  r easonabl y necessar y t o per mi t  t he c l i ent  t o make 
i nf or med deci s i ons r egar di ng t he r epr esent at i on. "  

8 SCR 20: 8. 4( c)  pr ovi des t hat  i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  
f or  a l awyer  t o " engage i n conduct  i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  f r aud,  
decei t  or  mi sr epr esent at i on;  .  .  .  . "  

9 For mer  SCR 20: 1. 16( d)  ( ef f ect i ve t hr ough June 30,  2007)  
st at ed as f ol l ows:  

 Upon t er mi nat i on of  r epr esent at i on,  a l awyer  
shal l  t ake st eps t o t he ext ent  r easonabl y pr act i cabl e 
t o pr ot ect  a c l i ent ' s i nt er est s,  such as gi v i ng 
r easonabl e not i ce t o t he c l i ent ,  al l owi ng t i me f or  
empl oyment  of  ot her  counsel ,  sur r ender i ng paper s and 
pr oper t y t o whi ch t he cl i ent  i s  ent i t l ed and r ef undi ng 
any advance payment  of  f ee t hat  has not  been ear ned.   
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• Si x count s of  v i ol at i ng SCRs 22. 26( 1) ( a)  and ( b) 10 

( f ai l i ng t o not i f y c l i ent s,  t r i bunal s,  or  opposi ng 

counsel  of  suspensi on of  l aw l i cense) ;  

• One count  of  v i ol at i ng SCRs 22. 26( 2) 11 and 10. 03( 6) 12 

( pr act i c i ng l aw whi l e l i cense suspended) ;  

                                                                                                                                                             
The l awyer  may r et ai n paper s r el at i ng t o t he c l i ent  t o 
t he ext ent  per mi t t ed by ot her  l aw.  

10 SCRs 22. 26( 1) ( a)  and ( b)  st at e:  

 On or  bef or e t he ef f ect i ve dat e of  l i cense 
suspensi on or  r evocat i on,  an at t or ney whose l i cense i s 
suspended or  r evoked shal l  do al l  of  t he f ol l owi ng:  

 ( a)   Not i f y by cer t i f i ed mai l  al l  c l i ent s bei ng 
r epr esent ed i n pendi ng mat t er s of  t he suspensi on or  
r evocat i on and of  t he at t or ney' s consequent  i nabi l i t y  
t o act  as an at t or ney f ol l owi ng t he ef f ect i ve dat e of  
t he suspensi on or  r evocat i on.  

 ( b)   Advi se t he c l i ent s t o seek l egal  advi ce of  
t hei r  choi ce el sewher e.   

11 SCR 22. 26( 2)  pr ovi des as f ol l ows:  

 An at t or ney whose l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i s  
suspended or  r evoked or  who i s suspended f r om t he 
pr act i ce of  l aw may not  engage i n t hi s st at e i n t he 
pr act i ce of  l aw or  i n any l aw wor k act i v i t y 
cust omar i l y done by l aw st udent s,  l aw cl er ks,  or  ot her  
par al egal  per sonnel ,  except  t hat  t he at t or ney may 
engage i n l aw r el at ed wor k i n t hi s st at e f or  a 
commer ci al  empl oyer  i t sel f  not  engaged i n t he pr act i ce 
of  l aw.  

12 SCR 10. 03( 6)  st at es:   Penal t y f or  nonpayment  of  dues.    

 I f  t he annual  dues or  assessment s of  any member  
r emai n unpai d 120 days af t er  t he payment  i s due,  t he 
member shi p of  t he member  may be suspended i n t he 
manner  pr ovi ded i n t he byl aws;  and no per son whose 
member shi p i s so suspended f or  nonpayment  of  dues or  
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• One count  of  vi ol at i ng SCR 20: 3. 4( c) 13 ( f ai l i ng t o 

compl y wi t h or der  of  ALJ) ;  and 

• Ni ne count s of  v i ol at i ng SCRs 22. 03( 2)  and ( 6) 14 

( f ai l i ng t o submi t  wr i t t en r esponse t o gr i evance) .  

¶18 I n i t s memor andum i n suppor t  of  t he st i pul at i on,  t he 

OLR ar gued t hat  a t wo- year  suspensi on,  r et r oact i ve t o t he end of  

t he pr i or ,  t hr ee- year  suspensi on,  woul d be an appr opr i at e l evel  

                                                                                                                                                             
assessment s may pr act i ce l aw dur i ng t he per i od of  t he 
suspensi on.  

13 SCR 20: 3. 4( c)  st at es a l awyer  shal l  not  " knowi ngl y 
di sobey an obl i gat i on under  t he r ul es of  a t r i bunal ,  except  f or  
an open r ef usal  based on an asser t i on t hat  no val i d obl i gat i on 
exi st s;  .  .  .  . "  

14 SCRs 22. 03( 2)  and ( 6)  pr ovi de as f ol l ows:  

 ( 2)   Upon commenci ng an i nvest i gat i on,  t he 
di r ect or  shal l  not i f y t he r espondent  of  t he mat t er  
bei ng i nvest i gat ed unl ess i n t he opi ni on of  t he 
di r ect or  t he i nvest i gat i on of  t he mat t er  r equi r es 
ot her wi se.   The r espondent  shal l  f ul l y  and f ai r l y 
di scl ose al l  f act s and ci r cumst ances per t ai ni ng t o t he 
al l eged mi sconduct  wi t hi n 20 days af t er  bei ng ser ved 
by or di nar y mai l  a r equest  f or  a wr i t t en r esponse.   
The di r ect or  may al l ow addi t i onal  t i me t o r espond.   
Fol l owi ng r ecei pt  of  t he r esponse,  t he di r ect or  may 
conduct  f ur t her  i nvest i gat i on and may compel  t he 
r espondent  t o answer  quest i ons,  f ur ni sh document s,  and 
pr esent  any i nf or mat i on deemed r el evant  t o t he 
i nvest i gat i on.  

 .  .  .   

 ( 6)   I n t he cour se of  t he i nvest i gat i on,  t he 
r espondent ' s wi l f ul  f ai l ur e t o pr ovi de r el evant  
i nf or mat i on,  t o answer  quest i ons f ul l y,  or  t o f ur ni sh 
document s and t he r espondent ' s mi sr epr esent at i on i n a 
di scl osur e ar e mi sconduct ,  r egar dl ess of  t he mer i t s of  
t he mat t er s asser t ed i n t he gr i evance.  
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of  di sci pl i ne.   The OLR i ndi cat ed t hat  a t wo- year  suspensi on was 

suppor t ed by t hi s cour t ' s  deci s i on i n t he case of  I n r e 

Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Haber man,  126 Wi s.  2d 411,  376 

N. W. 2d 852 ( 1985) ,  wher e we suspended At t or ney Haber man' s 

l i cense f or  t wo year s f or  mi sconduct  t hat  i ncl uded negl ect  of  

hi s dut i es i n seven est at es,  engagi ng i n a pr ohi bi t ed conf l i c t  

of  i nt er est ,  and f ai l i ng t o cooper at e wi t h t he i nvest i gat i ons of  

hi s conduct  wi t h r espect  t o t wo est at es.   I t  al so concl uded t hat  

a t wo- year  suspensi on was suppor t ed by t he f act  t hat  At t or ney 

Cooper ' s mi sconduct  was mor e ext ensi ve and/ or  ser i ous t han t he 

mi sconduct  i n t wo cases wher e we i mposed one- year  suspensi ons.   

See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Woodar d,  190 Wi s.  2d 

487,  526 N. W. 2d 510 ( 1995)  ( one- year  suspensi on i mposed f or  

mi sconduct  i ncl udi ng f ai l i ng t o communi cat e wi t h c l i ent s,  

f ai l i ng t o r et ur n f i l e t o c l i ent ,  and f ai l i ng t o cooper at e wi t h 

t wo gr i evance i nvest i gat i ons) ;  I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs 

Agai nst  Kennedy,  119 Wi s.  2d 261,  349 N. W. 2d 483 ( 1984)  ( one-

year  suspensi on i mposed f or  mi sconduct  consi st i ng of  negl ect i ng 

t wo cl i ent  mat t er s and f ai l i ng t o cooper at e i n t he ensui ng 

i nvest i gat i ons) .    

¶19 The OLR f ur t her  not ed t hat  t her e wer e a number  of  

aggr avat i ng f act or s i n t he pr esent  case,  i ncl udi ng At t or ney 

Cooper ' s pr i or  di sci pl i ne,  t he pr esence of  a pat t er n of  

mi sconduct ,  t he pr esence of  mul t i pl e v i ol at i ons,  t he f act  t hat  a 

number  of  v i ol at i ons i nvol ved i nt ent i onal  f ai l ur e t o compl y wi t h 

hi s obl i gat i ons t o t he di sci pl i nar y agency and t o t r i bunal s,  hi s 

subst ant i al  exper i ence at  t he t i me of  t he v i ol at i ons,  and hi s 
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r ef usal  t o acknowl edge t he wr ongf ul  nat ur e of  hi s conduct .   On 

t he mi t i gat i ng s i de,  t he OLR not ed t hat  t he mi sconduct  had 

occur r ed dur i ng subst ant i al l y  t he same t i me per i od as t he 

mi sconduct  t hat  f or med t he basi s  f or  t he t hr ee- year  suspensi on 

i mposed i n 2007,  and t hat  At t or ney Cooper  had al l eged t hat  

st r ess and emot i onal  pr obl ems had essent i al l y  caused hi m t o 

" check out "  of  hi s l aw pr act i ce dur i ng t he r el evant  t i me per i od.  

¶20 The OLR' s memor andum al so pr ovi ded i t s r at i onal e f or  

r equest i ng t hat  any suspensi on be i mposed r et r oact i vel y.   

Because t he mi sconduct  her e occur r ed dur i ng t he same t i me as t he 

mi sconduct  t hat  r esul t ed i n t he pr i or  t hr ee- year  suspensi on,  t he 

OLR cont ended t hat  i t  woul d be unf ai r  t o make a new suspensi on 

pr ospect i ve.    

¶21 The r ef er ee consi der ed t he par t i es '  j oi nt  r equest  f or  

a t wo- year ,  r et r oact i ve suspensi on,  as wel l  as t he pur poses of  

di sci pl i ne i n at t or ney di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ngs,  t he cour t ' s  

gener al  pr ef er ence f or  pr ogr essi ve di sci pl i ne,  and t he 

aggr avat i ng and mi t i gat i ng f act or s pr esent  i n t hi s case.   The 

r ef er ee agr eed wi t h t he par t i es t hat  a t wo- year  suspensi on,  

r et r oact i ve t o t he expi r at i on of  t he pr i or  suspensi on,  woul d be 

an appr opr i at e l evel  of  di sci pl i ne f or  At t or ney Cooper ' s  

mi sconduct .   The r ef er ee f ur t her  r ecommended t hat  t he cour t  

i mpose t he f ul l  cost s of  t he di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng on At t or ney 

Cooper .  

¶22 When r evi ewi ng a r ef er ee' s r epor t  and r ecommendat i on 

i n an at t or ney di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng,  we af f i r m a r ef er ee' s 

f i ndi ngs of  f act  unl ess t hey ar e f ound t o be cl ear l y er r oneous,  
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but  we r evi ew t he r ef er ee' s concl usi ons of  l aw on a de novo 

basi s.   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  I ngl i mo,  2007 WI  

126,  ¶5,  305 Wi s.  2d 71,  740 N. W. 2d 125.   We det er mi ne t he 

appr opr i at e l evel  of  di sci pl i ne gi ven t he par t i cul ar  f act s of  

each case,  i ndependent  of  t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on,  but  

benef i t i ng f r om i t .   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  

Wi dul e,  2003 WI  34,  ¶44,  261 Wi s.  2d 45,  660 N. W. 2d 686.  

¶23 I n l i ght  of  At t or ney Cooper ' s st i pul at i on and no 

cont est  pl ea,  we adopt  t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act ,  whi ch ar e 

based on t he OLR' s compl ai nt .   We al so agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee 

t hat  t hose f i ndi ngs of  f act  suppor t  a l egal  concl usi on t hat  

At t or ney Cooper  commi t t ed each of  t he 42 count s of  pr of essi onal  

mi sconduct  al l eged i n t he OLR' s compl ai nt .  

¶24 We now t ur n t o t he appr opr i at e l evel  of  di sci pl i ne.   

The f act s al l eged i n t he compl ai nt  wi t h r espect  t o t he ni ne 

cl i ent  r epr esent at i ons demonst r at e a c l ear  pat t er n by At t or ney 

Cooper  of  negl ect  and of  f ai l ur e t o pur sue t he obj ect i ves of  hi s  

c l i ent s.   I n addi t i on,  whi l e he f ai l ed t o move t hei r  c l ai ms 

f or war d,  At t or ney Cooper  al so essent i al l y  shut  down 

communi cat i ons wi t h hi s c l i ent s,  l eavi ng t hem i n t he dar k,  even 

when some of  t hei r  c l ai ms wer e di smi ssed.   Mor eover ,  by f ai l i ng 

t o pr ovi de t he cl i ent s wi t h t hei r  case f i l es,  At t or ney Cooper  

i mpai r ed t hei r  abi l i t y  t o cor r ect  or  mi t i gat e hi s mi sconduct  by 

r et ai ni ng new counsel .   Thi s i s a di st ur bi ng pat t er n of  ser i ous 

mi sconduct  t hat  goes t o t he cor e of  an at t or ney' s obl i gat i ons.  

¶25 We r ecogni ze,  however ,  t hat  t he mi sconduct  al l eged i n 

t hi s case occur r ed near l y a decade ago,  dur i ng t he same per i od 
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as t he mi sconduct  t hat  was at  i ssue i n t he pr evi ous di sci pl i nar y 

pr oceedi ng.   I f  al l  of  At t or ney Cooper ' s mi sconduct  f r om t hat  

t i me per i od had been addr essed i n a s i ngl e pr oceedi ng,  t he most  

sever e di sci pl i ne t hat  coul d have been i mposed woul d have been a 

r evocat i on of  At t or ney Cooper ' s l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n t hi s 

st at e,  whi ch woul d have al l owed hi m t o pet i t i on f or  t he 

r ei nst at ement  of  hi s l i cense af t er  a per i od of  f i ve year s.   

I mposi ng an addi t i onal  suspensi on of  t wo year s i n t hi s  

pr oceedi ng,  r et r oact i ve t o t he end of  t he pr i or  t hr ee- year  

suspensi on,  woul d s i mi l ar l y r esul t  i n a f i ve- year  per i od of  

i nel i gi bi l i t y  t o seek r ei nst at ement .   A r et r oact i ve suspensi on 

woul d al so compor t  wi t h our  pr i or  cases,  wher e we have sai d t hat  

r et r oact i ve suspensi ons may be appr opr i at e i n si t uat i ons,  l i ke 

t he one her e,  wher e t he " mi sconduct  occur r ed pr i or  t o t he 

[ ear l i er ]  di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng and [ t he at t or ney' s]  l i cense 

has r emai ned suspended wel l  beyond t he per i od of  suspensi on 

pr evi ousl y i mposed. "   I n r e Di sc i pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  and 

Rei nst at ement  of  Mandel man,  182 Wi s.  2d 583,  592,  514 N. W. 2d 11 

( 1994) .   Mor eover ,  t her e i s suppor t  i n our  pr i or  deci s i ons f or  a 

t wo- year  suspensi on gi ven t he nat ur e and scope of  At t or ney 

Cooper ' s mi sconduct ,  r egar dl ess of  t he f act  t hat  t he mi sconduct  

at  i ssue her e occur r ed at  t he same t i me as t he mi sconduct  

char ged i n t he pr i or  di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng.   Accor di ngl y,  we 

concl ude t hat  At t or ney Cooper ' s  l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n shoul d be suspended f or  a per i od of  t wo year s,  
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r et r oact i ve t o Mar ch 23,  2010,  t he dat e on whi ch t he pr i or  

t hr ee- year  suspensi on expi r ed. 15 

¶26 Fi nal l y,  we t ur n t o t he i ssue of  cost s.  Our  gener al  

pol i cy i s t o i mpose t he f ul l  cost s of  a di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng 

on t he r espondent  at t or ney who i s f ound t o have commi t t ed 

pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .   See SCR 22. 24( 1m) .   We see no r eason 

t o depar t  f r om t hat  pol i cy i n t hi s mat t er .   Al t hough At t or ney 

Cooper  di d ul t i mat el y ent er  i nt o a st i pul at i on and no cont est  

pl ea,  he i ni t i al l y  f i l ed an answer  t hat  deni ed each of  t he 

mat er i al  al l egat i ons of  mi sconduct  i n t he OLR' s compl ai nt ,  whi ch 

r equi r ed t he appoi nt ment  of  a r ef er ee and t he accompanyi ng cost s 

of  l i t i gat i ng t hi s mat t er .   I t  i s  t her ef or e appr opr i at e t hat  he 

pay t hose cost s.  

¶27 I T I S ORDERED t hat  t he l i cense of  Pat r i ck M.  Cooper  t o 

pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n i s suspended f or  a per i od of  t wo 

year s,  ef f ect i ve Mar ch 23,  2010.  

                                                 
15 The r ef er ee' s r epor t  r ecommends t hat  t he suspensi on be 

made r et r oact i ve t o Mar ch 25,  2010,  as t he dat e on whi ch 
At t or ney Cooper  was el i gi bl e t o pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement .   The 
t hr ee- year  suspensi on,  however ,  was ef f ect i ve on t he dat e of  t he 
cour t ' s  or der ,  Mar ch 23,  2007,  whi ch meant  t hat  i t  expi r ed on 
Mar ch 23,  2010.   Cooper  I ,  300 Wi s.  2d 61,  ¶21.   We make t he new 
suspensi on r et r oact i ve t o t hat  dat e.   We do not  make t he new 
suspensi on r et r oact i ve t o t he dat e on whi ch At t or ney Cooper  
woul d have been el i gi bl e t o f i l e a pet i t i on f or  r ei nst at ement .   
Under  SCR 22. 29( 1) ,  an at t or ney whose l i cense has been suspended 
f or  a def i ni t e per i od of  t i me of  s i x mont hs or  mor e i s el i gi bl e 
t o f i l e a r ei nst at ement  pet i t i on t hr ee mont hs pr i or  t o t he 
expi r at i on of  t he per i od of  suspensi on.  
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¶28 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 60 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der ,  Pat r i ck M.  Cooper  shal l  pay t o t he Of f i ce of  

Lawyer  Regul at i on t he cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.  

¶29 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  Pat r i ck M.  Cooper  shal l  

cont i nue compl i ance wi t h t he pr ovi s i ons of  SCR 22. 26 concer ni ng 

t he dut i es of  a per son whose l i cense t o pr act i ce l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n has been suspended.  

¶30 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  compl i ance wi t h al l  

condi t i ons of  t hi s or der  i s r equi r ed f or  r ei nst at ement .   See 

SCR 22. 29( 4) ( c) .  
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